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REMARKS 

Claims 1-41, 63-64, 67-69 and 72-74 are pending in the patent 
application. Claims 42 and 70 are canceled, and the remaining claims were 
withdrawn. 

The claims have been amended to place the allowable claims in 
condition for allowance, as follows: 

First, the claims are amended to eliminate the "characterized in that" 
language in all the independent claims based on the point raised on page 3 of 
the Office Action. 

Second, claims 1-12 and 42-48 are rejected based on a proposed prior 
art combination. However, it is respectfully submitted that there is a slight 
inconsistency on form PTOL 326 between the pending claims, rejected claims 
and objected claims. Moreover, there is also a slight inconsistency between 
the indication of the claims examined at the top of page 3, the indication of the 
claims rejected on page 3 and the indication of the allowable claims on the 
bottom of page 5. 

According to the understanding of the the Office Action by the 
undersigned attorney, claims 1-12 and 42-48 are rejected, and claims 13-41 , 
63-64, 67-70 and 72-74 are allowable. In view of this, claims 13-41 , 63-64, 
67-70 and 72-74 are amended herein so as to be placed in condition for 
allowance, as follows: 
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Claim 1 is amended to include the limitations of claims 8, 9 and 13. 
Kindly note that claim 13 is not rejected on pages 3-5, but also is not listed as 
an allowable claim at the bottom of page 5. Based on this amended, claim 
13 is believed to be in condition for allowance. 

Claims 25, 31 , 63, 68 and 73 are amended to include the limitations of 
claim 1 from which they depend. Claim 8 is amended to depend from claim 25 
and is believed in condition for allowance. 

Claims 40 and 41 are amended to include the limitations of claims 1 , 8 
and 39 and are believed in condition for allowance. 

Claim 64 is amended to include the limitations of claim 42. Kindly note 
that claim 64 is not rejected on pages 3-5, but also is not listed as an 
allowable claim at the bottom of page 5. Claim 64 recites a mobile terminal 
having a similar limitation as claim 63, which was listed as an allowable claim 
at the bottom of page 5. In view of this, claim 64 is also believed to be in 
condition for allowance. Claims 43-48 are amended to depend from claim 
64. 

Claim 69 is amended to include the limitations of claim 42. Kindly note 
that claim 69 is not rejected on pages 3-5, but also is not listed as an 
allowable claim at the bottom of page 5. Claim 69 recites a mobile terminal 
having a similar limitation as claim 68, which was listed as an allowable claim 
at the bottom of page 5. In view of this, claim 69 is also believed to be in 
condition for allowance. 
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If there are any remaining issues, the undersigned attorney 
encourages the Examiner to call to discuss the same. 

Reconsideration and early allowance are respectfully requested. 



WARE, FRESSOLA, VAN DER SLUYS 

& ADOLPHSON LLP 
Customer No. 004955 
Bradford Green, Building Five 
755 Main Street, P.O. Box 224 
Monroe, CT 06468 
(203)261-1234 




8 June 2007 



William J. Barber 
Attorney for the Applicants 
Registration No. 32,720 



WJB 
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